Russell told the court in all seri-
- that her husband walked in his
iep. Ome night, while in a somnam-
jlatic trance, she said, he made his way
4 ber room and broke the unnatural
yumises they had made ay the time of

their marriage.

‘ E walked In his sleep!”
H Such was the amazing ex-
planation of Ther
W offered by Mrs, Christabel Hart
Bl when her husband, John Hugo
pasell, heir to Lord Ampthill, nccused
e of infidelity and denied the pater-
1y of her child, now nine months old.
bwu because of John Hugo Russell’s
gpesambolistic habits, she alleged, that
klaliéd to realize the fact of his father-
i azd was 5o resdy to deny it under
it
Neer before in the history of jurs-
meiente has such a defense been set
& atdall Britain iz gasping and won-
fsg bow the mystery will ever be
dared up.
b T court which heard the case threw
W' collective hands und decided that
2511 10 Solomon gnd could net render
g judgment upon the amazing evi-
ce presented by both sides.
‘Bint of all, the parties to the suit
£ bt identified. R- grand-
fler, Odo Russell, was British Ambas-
lﬁr to Germany in 1877 and with
d Beaconsfield (D'lsraeli) negoti-
o the Treaty of Berlin which gave
daia and Herzegoving to Austria and
Becourse of time indirectly precipi-
Wl the world war of 1014, Russe!l's
by, Lord Ampthill, was & member of
B¢ fimoys Oxford crew of 1890,
MriRussell comes from a military
: Before the war <he studied in
a8d became a familiar figure in
iBpy Latin Querter. During the war
(% W employed by the government
®einced such ability that soon a pri-
(Wt tontern made her 8 handsome offer
e pssumed a post of considerahle
[Wperaibility. She is tall and fair to
L tpon' and—let the court records
A the unusual tale
Bumtll met Miss Hart when he was
Satda member of a submarine crew.
M ¥ two years his senior and many
Inolier in expericnice. They met in
Livand became engaged in December
';" In January Russell received a
# from his fiancee announcing the
) of the troth. He discovered
8908 of her friends, now mamed in
Sl I T eo-respondent, Gilbert
! 'Bl'lﬂley, had esused th-:‘\l'rl’rk-
'ﬁ his romance.
-; hWOﬁ to Bradley to play fair,
L ¥23 agreed that the decixion be-
K o tWo men should be left with
.. She gelested Bradley and
A disappeared. Three monthe
E 1l met her, feli in love all
S and on October 18, 1918, they
St married. '
J_ Em"‘:;ﬂie:ll;]al they should lead
| ates: and that Mrs
T : l‘“w be a wife in name only!
) ime, it appears, nll was har-
,_ th;& strange conditions of
» 7 t" T-lt later on Mre. Russell,
Kk, (ways of Bohemin, rebelled
v kml“““!l of her husband, and
) '“ the testimony introduced
" u:::;:““ft Proceedings, went to
Mtelyng 3, Ru;g:ua .\‘et!er from
T Wity p o o
s 5 a vast following of
e ¢ U8 Men, who fight each
e ":‘Nelaure of dancing with
LT re Greeka and slim silky
# U dancer, w;th.wht]r:nl : pmﬁ.’v
night. o tangoes

“dream

HETIIN

o, Bve foy,
! Young men in the Ox-
u ,::l::‘h Light Infantry: they
8100t g ind %0 naughty; and so
m s much §
| i in
_Mn' man.
. %']le-“v

_ love with my
His hair is beauti-
ed, hiz clothes fit

John Hugo
Russell dressed
up in one cf the
women's costumes
he is said to be fond of
wesring

him like a glove, and he has a lovely
kand.”

Very naturally
and jealous and so he began
to have his
The result, as told an court,
showed that she spent
several pights in Brad-
apartment, and

Russell grew [un.--_'.al

wife watched.

ley's
that she went to Paris
l“l)ral‘l _‘-I
#lso named as co-réspon-
aent

In his testimony Russell re-
lated that his wile haa two
latchkeys, one to her husband’
apartment and the other to her
mother’s, One morning, after
his wife had been out
all night, Russell tes-
tified that Bradley had
called up on the phone
and had stated frankly
that she had spent the
night at his bzchelos
nuarters, having mislaid
the key to her mother's
home

On another oceasion sfie
went to a dance with Brad-
ley and Cross and did not
return at all the next morn-
ing. What happened is best
{eseribed n the husband's
wn words:

| telephoned the police

and then came a telephone
from My, Bradley saying
that she had spent the night there.
When I got to hi=s flat she was oc-
cupying the only bed and said that
Bradley spent the mght sitting in
Apart
from three oceasiong, I cannot recall
my wife ever spending a night there."

Perhaps the most incriminating testi-
mony was in Mrs, Russcll's own hand-
writing, in the shepe of a letter to Miss
Maud Acton, a popular Enpglish, ac-
tress, rending in part:

with Cross,

chair or vesting on the sofu.

“0Of -mourse, Stilts may make up a
thousand things ageinst e without
going an inch ont of his wa) Eversy
week-end I have been with Gemge
Cross. And Gitbert, sl whose flat |
stayed one night because [‘lu:-f my

key

“G. had to go out and phone for
Srilts to bring me some clothes in the
morning. I have beon <o wilisereel
that he has enodgh evidence to di-
vorce me once n week.”

In her defense, however, Mrs. Kussell

Charges Was

and his
mother leaving
the cowrt room during the trial of
the suit for diverce in which his wife
has made such an amazing explana-
tion of har ‘“‘dream baby.”

Although not
excepl in name, yet she swors
Lroe Lo heép marrigge vows.

denied any impropriety
whive hnd been
noeame ber startling oxcuse for
s fathevhood was ques-
tioned "‘as the child
has been known since her mother made
her nstonishing explanation of the man-
ner of ity origin, was bhorn on October
15, 1921, Russell dented under onth that
he had ever broken his celibate's vow
He denied the child's legilimacy, whici

Ll Linbw, wii

i The “dream baby

Is the Husband She

. Walking Lover”

T Really the Father of
the Child He

Denies?

-

a “Sleep-@

it the title of Lovd Awmp
wore that he waz not
child's father And then Mrs

tn==e!l xet up her def

WAS
e sleep-walking lover." One

ght while in a somnambu

list trance, she said, he
made his way to her room
1 b the unnatural
premises the haidl maode at
time of ther marriage

The court wa= in &h up-
oar when Mrs. Russell had
finished' the story aof Llhe
wp- wilking hisband The
«at domfounded The

spectators gnspod. The learned
judge was speochless
Mr Russell's Inwyers
the baby be brought into court and com-
pared with Russell This motion was
Then 1t way

surgested that

denied supeested that

to prove

artists be called 1n as experis
thiet Russell
This, too, wa

Finally the jury brought in & verdict
of not puilty on the chuarges of muscon-
disereetly noncommittal

as to the paternily of the child  Se

the vhild resembled eacl

refused

GgLlher,

duct, but was

Russell has appealed the cnse and. 'all
its mystifying details will soon 'be heard
agoin in court

There have been numberless cases of
disputed  paternity, especially in the
Engli courts, The nst  celebrated
was the ense of Slingaby, in which a
blood test is said to have established the
paternity.

In San Franeiseo an Italinn woman
swoare i court that her husbund was nol
the father of her youngest child e
swore that he wax A seientist was
ealled in and made testa which seemed
tu prove that the blood of child and
falher wa

strunient

identieal. The delicate n-
used to delermine this was

a muchine to veglster the pscillation of
U] of HWlood

il thread
' another case, a seulptor was util-

suspended by a dolicate

ized to establish similiarity of features

iween child and alleged fatner The
ceulpter showed that the head: of the
two. were shaped similarly ; that the cars

were alike; that the eyes resembled each
other—that there was no doubt that th

father to. the clild.
inegtances, the court a.-

defendnnt  was
In both the
copted the testimony of experts as final
Russell

s diffieult

“dream

But the case of the

baby' which is proving such

my=tory for the courts to explain, is the
first on record in which a wife has tried
to attribute the fatherhood of her baby
1o her husband's sleep-walking habiss
Seientists who have followeid the prog-
ress of the Ruezell caze are inclined o

doubit the poessibility of anything like

what pretty Mrs, Russell clnims to have

1

heen the case point to Lthe well

known fact that somnambulisis ave gl
vays the hightest of sleeper If John
Russell had entered his wife's

gleep, as she alleges, they

Thay

“n-f--
room In his
think the murmur of his name by her
lips or sorme other uncxpected sound
would have been almost eertain to have
aroused him, so that he would have been
conscious of what he was doing,

But the unwillingness of the jury in
the recent divorce to settle the
fatherhood of the
fuvorable impression the
must have made, even in the face of
Perhaps never be-

suit
baby shows what o

wife's story

science's ineredulity.
fore have a husband and wife sworn
with every evidence of sincerity to such
conflicting yersions of their married life.

Mrs. Russell denied emphatically her
husband’s charges of misconduct, and
then she ndded:

“1 have visited the apartment of
Mr. Bradley, but he never made Jove
ta me.  Dhave gone to Paris with Mr.
Crosg, but he nover was familiar."

Az to the dancing partes, Mrs.
Rusxell said:

“Cross was # divine dancer, and 1
yced to put my head against his cheek
when dancing, but that waa the fush-

jon’ then."

Mrs. - Russell dezeribad her life since
ner marringe us follows
o1 was morried . Qctober, 1918,

. o was arcanzed that 1 should con-

The Slendard-Fyeaminer Sunday Feelture Sedio

Gay young Mrs. Russell and her
nine-months-old son whose
fatherhood is & matter of dispute
in the most sensational divorce
suit the English courts have ever
seen

There was
compact that we should have no
My letters to my

Linue In my employment,

children at first.
hushand were genuine and [ was very
fond of hin:

“I thought that 1f I marrigd my
husband it would prevent my being
pestared, as there were many young
After marriage

come of my husband's personal habits
rather repelled me, and his attitude
towanrd my men frignds annoyed me.

“He never stood up for himself as
a mun, and gradually my affections
for him decreased. He neyer said he
wauld mive me a shaking or a beating
or anything like that [ would have
thought more of him if he had, I
wonld have admired him more had he

w=orted himself.”

Lady Ampthill, Mr. Russell's mother
and one of Queen Mary's ladies-in-wait-
ing, testified as follows

men WOrrying me.

“It was not until January 24, 1921,
that 1T hesrd from my son, about his
relutions with his wife. He waa very
unhappy and asked for advice

“About n month later | asked my
daughter-in-law why she had not car-
ried out her marriage vows

“She replted that she had taken
those vows with mental reservations
and that she had the right to live her
own life as she liked. She never for
# momenl sugrested that she lived

with myv son as his wife.”

The testimony of the husband deny-
ing that he is the baby's father was of
the most positive, the most unequivocat-

Kind,

“Did you read of a child to your
wife on October 15, 18217" his attor-
ney asked

T did.”

“Are you the father of that ¢hild?"

ONO" thundered Mr. Russell

Very soon now it is expected that an-
other jndge and jury will undertake to
unravel the tanele of conflicting tesu-
mony which mnkes the “dream baby™
3 whether
tkew will be any mere successful than

such a puzzling mystery, but

wis the ease in the recent trinl s a

Question.
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